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Commenting Party: David Sangster 

Date of Comment(s): March 11, 2004 

Responses to Comment(s): 

 14-1. Thank you for your observations about using the locally used term “Bird Island” to 
increase the recognition of the Proposed Project.  Although the term was not 
used in the title of the Proposed Project, it was fully described in the Notice of 
Preparation published on October 9, 2003, which was distributed to agencies, 
organizations and individuals known to the CSLC to have an interest in the 
project. The Proposed Project was also fully described at the Scoping hearing for 
the Proposed Project EIR held at the Goleta Valley Community Center on 
October 30, 2003.  The DEIR and Notice of Availability was provided to agencies, 
organizations and individuals known to the CSLC to have an interest in the 
project on January 27, 2004.  The Notice of Availability, including notice of the 
hearing on the DEIR, was published in the Valley Voice and Santa Barbara News 
Press on January 30, 2004, and January 29, 2004, respectively and posted at 
the County of Santa Barbra Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Office on January 
27, 2004.  A public scoping hearing for the Proposed Project was held on 
February 18, 2004.  These documents were also posted on the CSLC web site.  
All of these documents referenced above provided a project description that 
clearly identified that the Proposed Project includes removal of PRC-421 Pier 
remnants and construction of sea bird roosting/nesting platforms. 

 14-2. The references to removal of the caissons were contained in the DEIR for the 
“original project” and were inadvertently retained (please see errata pages). 

  The DEIR Introduction and Project Description states that seven debris targets 
identified by Fugro will be removed (there were actually 8).  However, the 
Oceaneering report indicates that all targets except nos. 1, 7 and 8 are natural 
formations (see Appendix H, construction Dive Survey, if the DEIR).  The DEIR 
text has been corrected to state that “using the same equipment, surveyors will 
inspect and document the removal and recovery of the seven all debris targets 
(nos. 1, 7 and 8) identified in the Fugro Seafloor Features Survey conducted on 
March 10, 1999, that were not subsequently identified as natural features by the 
Oceaneering Dive Survey (see Appendix H).  This procedure will include a final 
confirmation for the record that target no's 2, 3, 4, 5 & 6 are not man-made, if 
they are, they will be removed.”  Please see errata pages for Sections 1.0 and 
3.0. 

 14-3. Section 2.1, Background, on page 2-1 of the DEIR describes the genesis and 
purposes of the Proposed Project.  As suggested, material suitable for an 
artificial reef will remain on site, resulting in fewer air quality impacts and 
subsequent benefits to marine organisms and fishermen.  The May 28, 2002, 
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letter of comment by the California Department of Fish and Game on the DEIR 
for the original project (complete removal) states, “A preferable mitigation 
measure to address impacts to marine birds would be the construction of a new 
concrete roosting site close to the site of impact (in-kind, on-site).”  BIO-5 on 
page 4.4-51 of the DEIR concludes, “roosting species will experience a short-
term displacement during the period between demolition of the existing structure 
and the installation of the replacement habitat, approximately on month.”  As 
indicated, this period of displacement is not deemed significant. 

 14-4. Coastal structures in shallow water depths are exposed to wave orbital velocities 
from shorter period waves, which can cause scour and resulting damage to 
structures.  Also, breaking waves can cause turbulence levels at the structure toe 
or base.  Therefore, the rock at the base of the proposed bird roosting/nesting 
platforms is proposed to provide protection from scour as well as provide 
additional hardbottom substrate.   

  The roosting/nesting platform piles will be driven into the bedrock (weathered to 
competent Monterey formation) at the site as described in Section 3.4.5, Bird 
Roosting/Nesting Platform Construction of the DEIR.  The design of the platforms 
developed by Bengal Engineers and included in ARCO’s application to the 
CSLC, indicates that the piles will be embedded 25 feet into the seabed with a 
minimum of 20 feet into the hard layer.  We are not aware of comparable 
structures anywhere else. 

  The effect of the Proposed Project on Coastal Processes is evaluated in Section 
4.1, Geology and Coastal Process of the DEIR, specifically in GEO-5 (page 4.1-
12) and GEO-7 (pages 4.1-14, 4.4-15).  The project was determined not to have 
significant effects with respect to wave energy, alteration of coastal currents, and 
changes to nearshore sediment drift and beaches. 

 14-5. As indicated in Response to Comment 2, there appears to be three debris 
targets.  Appendix H, Construction Dive Survey, of the DEIR identifies those 
targets as a crab trap, sheet pile and I-beams.  Sections 1.0 and 3.0 of the DEIR 
have been revised to clarify that these three debris targets will be removed.  The 
crab trap is located about 1,120 feet from the pier remnants, the sheet pile is 
located about 320 feet away and the I beams are within 20 feet of the pier 
remnants.  Section 3.4.2, Toppling of Existing Caisson Structures, of the DEIR 
stated “Upon completing the removal of the topside structure and debris, divers 
will remove as much underwater debris as necessary to facilitate jetting and 
removal operations of the eight caissons and the 24 inch well conductor pipe.”  
However, the applicant’s project description in the CSLC application states that 
the debris in and around the columns will be retrieved prior to toppling of the 
columns.  The DEIR text has been revised to provide this clarification (please see 
errata pages).  Therefore, the possibility of burying any debris under the columns 
or quarry rock will be avoided.  The inshore debris, consisting of the pier pilings, 

May 2004  Final EIR 
Page 3-63



 
 
  Revised PRC-421 Pier Removal Project 
  3.0  Responses to Comments 
 

will be removed after the columns are toppled because the barge will need to 
move inshore allowing crane reach to retrieve debris the divers cut.  Section 
3.4.7, Final Survey, of the DEIR explains that a survey will be conducted to 
ensure all debris targets have been removed.  This section has been revised as 
described in Response to Comment 2 for clarification (please see errata pages). 

 14-6. The deterioration is severe as the concrete has fallen away from the interior steel 
beams exposing them to ultimate corrosion by the sea water.  The steel is not 
brittle at this time.  The use of linear shaped charges was determined to be the 
most precise method of severing the steel beams below the mudline while 
assuring maximum diver safety.  Maintaining the integrity of the caisons will 
provide a more substantial base for the hardbottom substrate and avoid the 
scattering of smaller pieces of the concrete over the sea floor. 

 14-7. Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Regulation Part 91.119 (Minimum safe 
altitudes) applies (partially quoted below): 

  Except when necessary for takeoff or landing, no person may operate an aircraft 
below the following altitudes: 

  (c) Over other than congested areas.  An altitude of 500 feet above the surface, 
except over open water or sparsely populated areas.  In those cases, the aircraft 
may not be operated closer than 500 feet to any person, vessel, vehicle, or 
structure. 

  (d) Helicopters.  Helicopters may be operated at less than the minimums 
prescribed in paragraph (b) or (c) of this section if the operation is conducted 
without hazard to persons or property on the surface.  

  The platforms would be approximately 40 feet above the ocean surface with 460 
feet clearance between them and the lowest altitude allowed by the FAA.   

  The platforms were designed to be above the predicted crest of the 100-year 
wave as a prudent engineering measure, as described in Section 3.4.5, Bird 
Roosting/Nesting Platform Construction of the DEIR.  The use of 100-year 
conditions is required by many codes, such as the American Petroleum Institute 
(API), ABS, etc.  A shorter structure would not be as transparent to the waves 
since the platforms would then be within the wave regime themselves.  This 
would dramatically increase the forces on the pile and may render the minimalist 
structures infeasible. 
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